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Deayr Sirt Opinion No, 0«4973)
Ret Undeyr the favte ubnit 8d would

& ocounty olerk, uj

ing pF bdeing induof.e ‘
Atary sgrvice, be aw
eyashis\wife appointed de-

tbagfice, without violating
Mo } dvipfione of the Nepotisam

y An opinion as to
‘fon either volune
RSO ‘l!‘f l.ﬂicl.
s wife appointed
e 1a his absence, withe
prau m of the Hcpouu law,
nted, S0 be paid by the County
T lon now derived from the of-
amoux expense to tha County,

= rdo 1r urnppaintmnt of this
nature is parfilsaidie without vielating the proe
visions of tho Repotisa lew, the Olerk would cone
tinae to &raw his own mgg and oompensetion and
would pay his wife out of that com@ensation.

'e 00=¢

Artioles A32=-438, Vernon's Apnotated Penal Code are
the -t.atutu pertaining to nepotien in this State. Yor the
purposes of this opinion we 40 not deen it necessary to quote
these Artioles,

@
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Honorable Cullen B, Vanoe, Page 2

Chis depaftment has heretofore ruled on & gquestion
almost 1dentical with the one presented in your inquiry and
on aumerous other questions similar to your question,

On July 22, 1927, this depertment rendered en opine
loa written dy Honorable H, Grm Ghnndlcr Asslatant Attorne
Oeneral , sddressed to My, leo loy, Count y Clerk, Paint Roek,
‘:o::;, ﬁolding that & oounty clerk osanot sppoint h

] £

s wife aa.

On April 26, 1932, this department rendered an opine
{on written by Eonartﬁlo Sectt Gaj.nu usiatant Attormey Gene
eral, addressed to Ny, Wardlow Lane, Attoraney, Jenter, -
Texas, holding that s sherirt not nppo nt his son as a
depnty sheriff th the son es 10 charge for his services
and is eompensated in no menner, direotly or indirectly, out
of or from publio funds or fees or office of any kind or share
aoter whatsoever,

On March 2, 1932, this department held in an opine
fon written by Hpnoradle Bruce W, Bryant, First Asaistant At-
toruey GCenersl) of Texas, addressed to Honorable Joe F, Flack
Oounty Attorney, llomrd Texns, that it 1s not a violatien oi
.the Nepotism I.u m&ahl 535 and 433, Pena) Code ¢f Texas)

" foy the wife of ‘h. sheriff and tax aoﬂeotor to 4o olerieal
wo::ti.: his otgiu ;oi:nout e:;yonntigg an‘;n v%:%o:tu boig& :
po a asys sver, ahe . and other
receipts h"{h il of hor hub:z

- This donlrhum held u l.nlon Ho. ‘that the :
appointuens by the oounty and cm ot elerk et tlsy Ceunty
of his wife a8 & deputy county and distriet claxkx of uu
sounty, strio without renmnerstion, either directly
uatmu ‘would be s vislation of the Hepotism Butn“,

sed Mt u Arviols 432 of the Penal Code, .

Thére e unpoﬂt\tnr nﬂvhu that the
County onn af 3‘0‘”,:‘ Ocuntr eannot nppeint M; wi.rn s
deputy oouty olut. |

!nnuas the m-mm runr snuswerYs your uqury,

we are o
| L - Yours very teuly
m 20, 1943 Amm GENERAL OF TEXAS
‘g W P .
By Lot ﬁPrh.; Ty
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